REMARKS 

Claims 28-50 are pending. Applicant has canceled claims 1-27 and added claims 

28-50. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-27 under either 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) or 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jacobs. Applicant has canceled these claims 
in favor of claims 28-50, which more precisely claim aspects of applicant's invention. 

Applicant's technology is directed to generating a new representation of a document 
that is currently represented based on a hierarchical model. Hierarchical models, such as 
XML, represent hierarchical relationships explicitly, such as by nesting of elements. A 
difficulty with such hierarchical models is that there is no support for explicitly representing 
non-hierarchical relationships between elements. As a result, creators of documents use 
various mechanisms, other than that used to represent hierarchical relationships, to 
represent non-hierarchical relationships. Since the creators may use different 
mechanisms, it can be difficult to identify these implicit, non-hierarchical relationships. 

Applicant's new representation has items corresponding to elements of the 
document and links between items that correspond to hierarchical and non-hierarchical 
relationships of the document. Thus, in the new representation, both hierarchical and non- 
hierarchical relationships are explicitly represented using the same mechanism. Each of 
the claims recites the generating of this new representation from a representation of the 
document that is based on a hierarchical model. 

Jacobs, which the Examiner relies upon in rejecting the claims, suggests that non- 
hierarchical relationships can be explicitly represented in XML documents by introducing a 
"Link" element. Jacobs, however, neither teaches nor suggests that hierarchical and non- 
hierarchical relationships can be represented by the same mechanism. Rather, Jacobs' 
hierarchical relationships are represented by the XML nesting of elements, and Jacobs' 
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non-hierarchical relationships are represented by the "Link" element, which are different 
mechanisms. 



Because Jacobs does not teach, suggest, or motivate the use of the same 
mechanism to represent both hierarchical and non-hierarchical relationships, claims 29-50 
are patentable over Jacobs. Each of these claims recite that the same mechanism, a link 
between items, is used to represent both hierarchical and non-hierarchical relationships. 
Moreover, there is nothing in Jacobs to suggest the combination of elements that is recited 
by each claim. 

Based on the above amendments and remarks, applicant respectfully request 
reconsideration of this application and its early allowance. If the Examiner has any 
questions or believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of this 
application, the Examiner is encouraged to call the undersigned at (206) 359-8548. 



Correspondence Address: 

Customer No. 45979 
Perkins Coie LLP 
P.O. Box 1247 

Seattle, Washington 981 1 1-1247 
(206) 359-8000 
(206) 359-7198 (Fax) 



Respectfully submitted, 
Perkins Coie LLP 



Date: December 13. 2004 




Maurice J. Pirio 
Registration No. 33,273 
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